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- The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address 
Period for Reply 



A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 



MONTH(S) OR THIRTY (30) DAYS, 



WHICHEVER IS LONGER, FROM THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .1 36(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133). 
Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 

1)^ Responsive to communication(s) filed on 16 March 2006 . 
2a)S This action is FINAL. 2b)D This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 1 1 , 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) ^ Claim(s) 1,3-16 and 62-97 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) 62-97 is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) IEI Claim(s) 1,3-7,9.12 and 13 is/are rejected. 

7) [3 Claim(s) 8,10,11 and 14-16 is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10)S The drawing(s) filed on 03/16/2006 is/are: a)D accepted or b)S objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1.85(a). 

Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 
11 )□ The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-152. 

Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 

12)D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119(a)-(d) or (f). 
a)D All b)D Some * c)D None of: 

1.0 Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2.D Certified copies of the priority documents have. been received in Application No. . 



3.D Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 
application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 
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DETAILED ACTION 

Information Disclosure Statement 

1 . The information disclosure statement (IDS) submitted on 01/1 9/2006 was filed 
after the mailing date of the Non Final office action on 12/13/2005. The submission is in 
compliance with the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .97. Accordingly, the information disclosure 
statement is being considered by the examiner. 

2. The information disclosure statement filed 12/27/2005 fails to comply with the 
provisions of 37 CFR 1 .97, 1 .98 and MPEP § 609 because the required fee has not 
been paid. It has been placed in the application file, but the information referred to 
therein has not been considered as to the merits. Applicant is advised that the date of 
any re-submission of any item of information contained in this information disclosure 
statement or the submission of any missing element(s) will be the date of submission for 
purposes of determining compliance with the requirements based on the time of filing 
the statement, including all certification requirements for statements under 37 CFR 
1.97(e). See MPEP § 609.05(a). 

Drawings 

3. The drawings were received on 03/16/2006. These drawings are not acceptable. 

4. New corrected drawings in compliance with 37 CFR 1 .121(d) are required in this 
application because they are not labeled as either "Replacement Sheet" or "New 
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Sheet". Additionally crossed out reference numeral are not acceptable. Applicant is 
advised to employ the services of a competent patent draftsperson outside the Office, 
as the U.S. Patent and Trademark Office no longer prepares new drawings. The 
corrected drawings are required in reply to the Office action to avoid abandonment of 
the application. The requirement for corrected drawings will not be held in abeyance. 



INFORMATION ON HOW TO EFFECT DRAWING CHANGES 



Replacement Drawing Sheets 

Drawing changes must be made by presenting replacement sheets which incorporate 
the desired changes and which comply with 37 CFR 1 .84. An explanation of the 
changes made must be presented either in the drawing amendments section, or 
remarks, section of the amendment paper. Each drawing sheet submitted after the 
filing date of an application must be labeled in the top margin as either "Replacement 
Sheet" or "New Sheet" pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .121(d). A replacement sheet must include 
all of the figures appearing on the immediate prior version of the sheet, even if only one 
figure is being amended. The figure or figure number of the amended drawing(s) must 
not be labeled as "amended." If the changes to the drawing figure(s) are not accepted 
by the examiner, applicant will be notified of any required corrective action in the next 
Office action. No further drawing submission will be required, unless applicant is 
notified. 

Identifying indicia, if provided, should include the title of the invention, inventor's name, 
and application number, or docket number (if any) if an application number has not 
been assigned to the application. If this information is provided, it must be placed on the 
front of each sheet and within the top margin. , 

Annotated Drawing Sheets 

A marked-up copy of any amended drawing figure, including annotations indicating the 
changes made, may be submitted or required by the examiner. The annotated drawing 
sheet(s) must be clearly labeled as "Annotated Sheet" and must be presented in the 
amendment or remarks section that explains the change(s) to the drawings. 

Timing of Corrections 
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Applicant is required to submit acceptable corrected drawings within the time period set 
in the Office action. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). Failure to take corrective action within the set 
period will result in ABANDONMENT of the application. 

If corrected drawings are required in a Notice of Allowability (PTOL-37), the new 
drawings MUST be filed within the THREE MONTH shortened statutory period set for 
reply in the "Notice of Allowability." Extensions of time may NOT be obtained under the 
provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136 for filing the corrected drawings after the mailing of a Notice 
of Allowability. 

Election/Restrictions 

5. Newly submitted claims 62-97 are directed to an invention that is independent or 
distinct from the invention originally claimed for the following reasons: 

6. Inventions group I (claims 1 & 3-16) and group II (claims 62-97) are related as 
combination and subcombination. Inventions in this relationship are distinct if it can be 
shown that (1) the combination as claimed does not require the particulars of the 
subcombination as claimed for patentability, and (2) that the subcombination has utility 
by itself or in other combinations (MPEP § 806.05(c)). In the instant case, the 
combination as claimed does not require the particulars of the subcombination as 
claimed because the particulars of the integrating circuit are not required by the reset 
circuit of group I. The subcombination has separate utility such as an integrator. 

Since applicant has received an action on the merits for the originally presented 
invention, this invention has been constructively elected by original presentation for 
prosecution on the merits. Accordingly, claims 62-97 are withdrawn from consideration 
as being directed to a non-elected invention. See 37 CFR 1.142(b) and MPEP § 
821.03. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

7. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

8. Claims 1 & 5 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Smedley, US 5,278,490. 

As per Claim 1, Smedley discloses a reset circuit for an integrating amplifier, 
including: 

first comparator circuitry (20) having a first input terminal (19), a second input 
terminal (13) and a first output terminal (21); 

a first conductive path (19) adapted to couple the first input terminal (19) to a 
feedback loop (feedback loop of 18) of an integrating amplifier (17) between an 
integrator output (19) of the integrating amplifier (17) and an integrating capacitor (see 
capacitor in FIG. 1) along the feedback loop, whereby a comparator input voltage (v /nf ) 
at the first input terminal (19) is changed in a predetermined first direction (negative 
direction: column 6, lines 53-54) and in proportion to an amplitude of an incoming 
current during integration of the incoming current (column 5, lines 12-16); 

a substantially stable voltage source (V re f) for biasing the second input terminal 
(13) at a first threshold voltage level (V re f) selected to determine one end of an operating 
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range for integration (column 5, lines 41-43), wherein the first comparator input voltage 
(input at 19), when in said range and when so changed during integration, approaches 
the first threshold voltage level (V re t); and 

a second conductive path (21) coupling (coupling through 22) the first output 
terminal (21) to the feedback loop (feedback loop of 18); 

wherein the first comparator circuitry (20) is adapted, in response to detecting 
movement of the comparator input voltage out of the operating range beyond the first 
threshold voltage level (V re f), to generate a predetermined first comparator output 
voltage level at the first output terminal and to apply the comparator output voltage level 
to the feedback loop via the second conductive path, thereby to drive the comparator 
input voltage in a second direction (positive direction: column 6, line 67 - column 7, line 
1) opposite said first direction to a point within the operating range for further integration 
of the incoming current (column 6, line 67 - column 7, line 1); and 

wherein the first comparator (20) circuitry further is adapted to stop (go into OFF 
state) the application of the first comparator output voltage level to the feedback loop 
(by output 21 to flip flop 22), responsive to detecting movement of the comparator input 
voltage (V^t), during said application, in the second direction beyond the first threshold 
voltage (Vref) level and into the operating range (column 6, line 67-68). 

As per Claim 5, Smedley further discloses a circuit wherein: 
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the comparator input voltage, when in the operating range, is higher than the first 
threshold voltage level, and is reduced during integration of the incoming current 
(column 6, lines 25-28). 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

9. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 



10. Claims 3-4 & 12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Smedley, US 5,278,490, in view of Nguyen, US 6,519,167. 

As per Claim 3, Smedley discloses the reset circuit as applied to Claim 1, above. 

Smedley does not disclose an RC network along the first conductive path for 
interposing a time delay between a given change in the integrator output the voltage 
and a corresponding change in the comparator input voltage at the first input terminal. 

Nguyen discloses a reset circuit including an RC network (R E and CO along the 
first conductive path (the +terminal path of U2) for interposing a time delay between a 
given change in the integrator (integrator: U1) output the voltage (Vi) and a 
corresponding change in the comparator input voltage (Vi) at the first input terminal (the 
+terminal path of U2). 
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Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art to 
include an RC network, as taught by Nguyen, in the circuit of Smedley, in order to assist 
in zero crossing detection (Nguyen: column 3, lines 58-62). 

As per Claim 4, Smedley discloses the reset circuit as applied to Claim 1, above. 
Smedley does not disclose 

a second comparator circuitry having a third input terminal, a fourth input terminal 
and a second output terminal, wherein the third input terminal is coupled to receive the 
comparator input voltage; 

a substantially stable second voltage source for biasing the fourth input terminal 
at a second threshold voltage level selected to determine a second and opposite end of 
the operating range, wherein the comparator input voltage, when in the operating range 

and when driven in said opposite direction, moves toward the second threshold voltage 

» 

level; and 

a third conductive path adapted to couple the second output terminal to the 
feedback loop; 

wherein the second comparator circuitry is adapted, in response to detecting 
movement of the comparator input voltage in the second direction out of the operating 
range beyond the second threshold voltage level, to generate a predetermined second 
comparator output voltage level at the second output terminal and to apply the second 
comparator output voltage level to the feedback loop via the third conductive path, 
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thereby to drive the comparator input voltage in the first direction to a point within the 

operating range for further integration of the incoming current. 

Nguyen discloses a reset circuitry for an integrating amplifier including: 

a second comparator circuitry (U3) having a third input terminal (+ terminal), a 

fourth input terminal (- terminal) and a second output terminal (output coupled to FF1), 

wherein the third input terminal is coupled to receive the comparator input voltage 

(Vramp); 

a substantially stable second voltage source (V RE f) for biasing the fourth input 
terminal (- terminal) at a second threshold voltage level (V RE f) selected to determine a 
second and opposite end of the operating range (-V REF ), wherein the comparator input 
voltage, when in the operating range and when driven in said opposite direction, moves 
toward the second threshold voltage level (-V REF ); and 

a third conductive path (output of U3) adapted to couple the second output 
terminal to the feedback loop (coupled through FF1 back to the feedback of U1); 

wherein the second comparator circuitry is adapted, in response to detecting 
movement of the comparator input voltage in the second direction out of the operating 
range beyond the second threshold voltage level, to generate a predetermined second 
comparator output voltage level at the second output terminal and to apply the second 
comparator output voltage level to the feedback loop via the third conductive path, 
thereby to drive the comparator input voltage in the first direction to a point within the 
operating range for further integration of the incoming current (column 4, lines 51-53, 
59-62). 
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Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art to 
implement a second comparator circuitry, as taught by Nguyen, in the circuitry of 
Smedley, in order to compare the feedback voltage of the integrator to a second 
reference voltage. 

As per Claim 12, Smedley, as modified, discloses the circuit as applied to Claim 
4, above. Smedley further discloses the comparator input voltage, when in the 
- operating range, is higher than the first threshold voltage level (see V in t graph in FIG. 2). 

Smedley does not disclose the comparator input voltage, when in the operating 
range, is lower than the second threshold voltage level, and is reduced during 
integration of the incoming current. 

Nguyen discloses the comparator input voltage, when in the operating range, is 
lower than the second threshold voltage level (see Vj graph in FIG. 2), and is reduced 
during integration of the incoming current (see Vj graph in FIG. 2). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art to 
have the comparator input voltage, when in the operating range, be lower than the 
second threshold voltage level, and to be reduced during integration of the incoming 
current, as taught by Nguyen, in the circuit of Smedley, in order to reduce error 
(Nguyen: column 2, lines 54-59). 

1 1 . Claim 6 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Smedley, 
US 5,278,490, in view of Lai et al., US 5,617,306. 
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Smedley discloses the circuit as applied to Claim 5, above. 

Smedley does not explicitly disclose the substantially stable first comparator 
output voltage level being a high voltage selected to rapidly charge the integrating 
capacitor. 

Lai discloses a substantially stable first comparator output voltage level (the 
output of the comparator 16 produces the high voltage V p : 30) being a high voltage 
selected to rapidly charge the integrating capacitor (75: C-0 (column 6, lines 61-62). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art to 
charge the integrating capacitor using the output voltage from the comparator, as taught 
by Lai, in the circuit of Smedley, in order to adjust the gain of the amplifier. 

12. Claim 7 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Smedley 
in view of Lai et al., as applied to claim 6 above, and further in view of Hwang, US 
5,565,761. 

Smedley, as modified, discloses the circuit an applied to Claim 6, above. 

Smedley does not disclose having a first comparator circuitry adapted to 
alternatively generate a high voltage and a substantially stable low voltage, wherein 
applying the first comparator output voltage to the feedback loop consists essentially of 
switching from the low voltage to the high voltage, and stopping the application to the 
feedback loop consists essentially of switching from the high voltage to the low voltage. 

Hwang discloses 
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a first comparator circuitry that is adapted to alternatively generate said high 
voltage and a substantially stable low voltage, wherein applying the first comparator 
output voltage to the feedback loop consists essentially of switching from the low 
voltage to the high voltage, and stopping the application to the feedback loop consists 
essentially of switching from the high voltage to the low voltage (column 3, lines 60-65). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art to 
have a comparator circuitry to switch from high voltage to low voltage, as taught by 
Hwang, in the circuit of Smedley, in order to turn of the feedback loop when a reference 
voltage is reached (Hwang: column 4, lines 27-30). 

13. Claim 9 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Smedley 
in view of Lai et al., as applied to Claim 6 is above, and further in view of Hwang, US 
5,742,151. 

Smedley, as modified, discloses the circuit as applied to Claim 6, above. 

Smedley does not disclose a diode along the second conductive path, oriented 
with its forward direction coincident with current flow from the first output terminal to the 
feedback loop. 

Hwang discloses a diode (D1) along the second conductive path, oriented with its 
forward direction coincident with current flow from the first output terminal to the 
feedback loop (column 8, lines 20-34). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art to 
use a diode in the feedback loop, as taught by Hwang, in the circuit of Smedley, in order 
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to use the diode current to control the duty cycle of a circuit (Hwang: column 8, lines 20- 
34). 

14. Claim 13 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Smedley, US 5,278,490, in view of Nguyen, US 6,519,167, as applied to claim 12 
above, and further in view of Lai et al., US 5,617,306. 

As per Claim 13, Smedley, as modified, discloses the circuit as applied to Claim 
12, above. 

Smedley does not disclose a first comparator circuitry that is adapted to 
alternatively generate a substantially stable high voltage and a substantially stable low 
voltage at the first output terminal, and generating the first comparator output voltage 
level consists essentially of switching from the low voltage to the high voltage to rapidly 
charge the integrating capacitor. 

Lai disclose a first comparator circuitry (CMP: 16) that is adapted to alternatively 
generate a substantially stable high voltage and a substantially stable low voltage at the 
first output terminal, and generating the first comparator output voltage level consists 
essentially of switching from the low voltage to the high voltage to rapidly charge the 
integrating capacitor (i.e. the switch 13 charges and discharges the integrating capacitor 
C|, the voltage Vp is a high voltage that is switched). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art to 
include a switching from high to low voltage to rapidly charge and discharge an 
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integrating capacitor, as taught by Lai, in the circuit of Smedley, in order to provide a 
faster reset time (Lai: column 2, lines 36-44). 



Allowable Subject Matter 

15. Claims 8, 10-11, and 14-16 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected 
base claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the 
limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 

As per Claim 8, the prior art fails to anticipate or make obvious a circuit including: 
power control circuitry having a fifth input terminal coupled to the first output 
terminal, a third output terminal, and a fourth conductive path adapted to couple the 
third output terminal to an input of the integrating amplifier to provide power to the 
integrating amplifier; 

wherein the power control circuitry is adapted to generate a substantially stable 
high voltage during integration, and to switch from the high voltage to a substantially 
stable low voltage in response to receiving the high voltage from first comparator 
circuitry, thereby to shut off power to the integrating amplifier. 

As per Claim 10, the prior art fails to anticipate or make obvious a circuit 
including a limiting circuitry in particular coupled to the second conductive path to 
prevent excess charging of the integrating capacitor. 
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Claim 1 1 further depends from claim 10, and is therefore allowable over prior art. 

As per Claim 14, the prior art fails to anticipate or make obvious a circuit 
characterized in the addition of a second comparator circuitry that is adapted to 
alternatively generate a substantially stable high voltage and a substantially stable low 
voltage at the second output terminal, and generating the second comparator output 
level consists essentially of switching from the high voltage to the low voltage to rapidly 
discharge the integrating capacitor. 

Claims 15 and 16 further depend from claim 14, and are therefore allowable over 
prior art. 

Response to Arguments 

16. Applicant's arguments filed 03/16/2006 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. 

17. In response to applicant's argument that the references fail to show certain 
features of applicant's invention, it is noted that the features upon which applicant relies 
(i.e., virtually continuous integration, and measurement of low current amplitudes with a 
reduced susceptibility to noise) are not recited in the rejected claim(s). Although the 
claims are interpreted in light of the specification, limitations from the specification are 
not read into the claims. See In re Van Geuns, 988 F.2d 1181, 26 USPQ2d 1057 (Fed. 
Cir. 1993). 
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Conclusion 

18. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Marina Kramskaya whose telephone number is 
(571)272-2146. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 7:00-4:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Diane Lee can be reached on (571)272-2399. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



Marina Kramskaya 

Examiner 

Art Unit 2858 
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SUPERVISORY PATENT EXAMINER 



